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stand with the other three services and 
be recognized as a separate service. 

With that, Madam Speaker, I ask 
God to please continue to bless our 
men and women in uniform. I ask God, 
in his loving arms, to hold the families 
who have given a child dying in Af-
ghanistan or Iraq. And I close by ask-
ing God to please continue to bless 
America. 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms. 
CLARKE). Under a previous order of the 
House, the gentleman from New Jersey 
(Mr. PALLONE) is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

(Mr. PALLONE addressed the House. 
His remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. POE) is recog-
nized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. POE addressed the House. His 
remarks will appear hereafter in the 
Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WOOLSEY) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Ms. WOOLSEY addressed the House. 
Her remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. DREIER) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. DREIER addressed the House. 
His remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. SCHIFF) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. SCHIFF addressed the House. 
His remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Indiana (Mr. BURTON) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. BURTON of Indiana addressed 
the House. His remarks will appear 
hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.) 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. DEFAZIO addressed the House. 
His remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr. 
REICHERT) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. REICHERT addressed the House. 
His remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.) 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from New York (Mrs. MCCAR-
THY) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mrs. MCCARTHY of New York ad-
dressed the House. Her remarks will 
appear hereafter in the Extensions of 
Remarks.) 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Arkansas (Mr. BOOZMAN) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. BOOZMAN addressed the House. 
His remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

DEMOCRACY IN BELARUS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. SHIMKUS) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. SHIMKUS. Madam Speaker, de-
mocracy and the rule of law is some-
thing that we have cherished in this 
country for over 200 years. And it is 
part of our responsibility to not only 
strengthen and preserve that in our 
country, but support those countries 
who are fighting for democracy and 
freedom. 

Many of you may be thinking that 
this talk is about Iraq and Afghani-
stan. It is not. It is addressing the last 
dictatorship in Europe, which I am for-
tunate to have a relationship with 
based upon a niche I have developed in 
working with former captive nations 
and Eastern European countries. 

The country of Belarus has been in a 
dictatorship for many years. And I am 
here today to call attention to the ar-
rest two nights ago of an opposition 
leader, Vintsuk Vyachorka, by the 
KGB police. Yes, the Belarusian police 
still go by the KGB, under the direc-
tion of the Belarusian dictator, Alex-
ander Lukashenka. 

Vintsuk Vyachorka was pulled from 
his home in the middle of the night, 
only to be brought up on non-existent 
charges that will likely land him in 
jail for at least 25 days. 

Madam Speaker, it is my belief, 
along with many others who have been 
monitoring the unraveling civil lib-
erties of Belarus, that this arrest is 
merely the beginning of a series of ar-
rests that the dictator, Mr. 
Lukashenka, is going to try to use to 
intimidate opposition leaders into 
abandoning a large protest on March 25 
in honor of Belarusian freedom. 

I say that we need to stand together 
today and say that we will not sit by 
and watch idly as Mr. Lukashenka uses 
his power to intimidate and scare the 
Belarusian people. 

I am holding up a wrist bracelet, and 
many kids have been wearing these 
now in the United States for a couple 
of years. It is very simple. In Belarus, 
you can get arrested for wearing this. 
In fact, young people are pulled off the 
streets, intimidated and harassed. So 
today I bring this on the floor to show 

my solidarity with the Belarusian peo-
ple, for those who are seeking freedom, 
a return to democracy and the rule of 
law. 

I will not be silent, and I know the 
world community will not be silent 
until the last dictatorship in Europe 
changes its ways and becomes a democ-
racy and enters the community of free, 
democratic countries in Europe. 

f 

CHEMICAL FACILITY SECURITY 
IMPROVEMENT ACT OF 2007 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Texas (Ms. JACKSON-LEE) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Madam 
Speaker, I rise today to introduce the Chem-
ical Facility Security Improvement Act of 2007. 

It is my hope that this act will improve upon 
the current legislation authorizing the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security to regulate secu-
rity practices at the Nation’s chemical facilities. 

On October 5, 2006, H.R. 5441, FY07 De-
partment of Homeland Security Appropriations 
Act became law (P.L. 109–295). Section 550 
of that bill granted the Department of Home-
land Security the authority to promulgate in-
terim regulations for chemical facility security. 

Although not required for interim regulations, 
the Department put out an Advance Notice of 
Rulemaking and requested public comments. 
Parts of the proposed regulations caused con-
cern, prompting comments from myself and 
several of my colleagues in Congress. The in-
tention of this bill is to address four areas of 
concern: Preemption of State laws, use of 
specific security measures, information protec-
tion, and private rights of action. 

The most concerning piece of the proposed 
regulation occurred when the Department de-
cided to go far beyond congressional intent 
and assert the right of the Secretary to pre-
empt any State or local law; H.R. 5441 was si-
lent on the issue of preemption of State laws, 
and other major chemical security legislation 
considered in the 109th Congress—specifically 
H.R. 5695 and S. 2145—protected State laws 
from preemption in most cases. 

This bill will protect State laws by allowing 
no Federal funds to be used to approve a site 
security plan unless the facility meets or ex-
ceeds security standards established by the 
State or local government. 

H.R. 5441 restricted the Secretary from re-
quiring the use of any particular security 
measure. The use of specific security meas-
ures could, however, prove necessary to lower 
the risk posed to and by the chemical facility 
in certain cases. This bill removes this restric-
tion and would allow the Secretary to require 
the use of specific security measures where 
necessary. 

According to the proposed regulations, the 
Department seeks to create a new class of se-
curity information called Chemical-Terrorism 
Vulnerability Information (CVI). The creation of 
new classes of protected information is not de-
sirable, and this bill would require Vulnerability 
Assessments and Site Security Plans to be 
treated as Sensitive Security Information 
(SSI). SSI is the same information classifica-
tion currently used for Vulnerability Assess-
ments and Site Security Plans required by the 
Coast Guard under the Maritime Transpor-
tation Security Act, under which chemical fa-
cilities located at ports are currently regulated. 
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H.R. 5441 also restricted the right of a pri-

vate citizen to sue a facility or the Department 
to force the facility to adopt and enforce the 
security measures. I feel that private suits are 
sometimes necessary to force a Federal agen-
cy to enforce regulations passed by Congress. 
Given the proliferation of signing statements 
made by President Bush in the past, we 
should not assume that congressional intent 
will be automatically followed. 

Regulations that preclude American citizens 
from access to judicial action run counter to 
our values. We should be empowering the citi-
zens of this country to help protect the home-
land, not restricting them from doing so. 

I urge my colleagues to support this legisla-
tion. 

f 

UPHOLD THE UNITED STATES 
CONSTITUTION 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. PRICE) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Madam 
Speaker, I appreciate the opportunity 
to speak to the House, and I rise today 
to alert my colleagues to a bill, H.R. 
328. And I rise to alert them and to 
speak in disbelief, truly disbelief, at 
this bill that the majority is preparing 
to bring to the House floor. 

Now, it is hard to say, after some of 
the legislation that has been offered 
this year, but this is clearly the most 
egregious and unconstitutional bill 
that we have seen proposed to be 
brought to the floor of the House. In 
fact, some folks, some constitutional 
scholars, have said this is the most un-
constitutional bill that they have ever 
seen. 

Article I, section 2 of the Constitu-
tion states unequivocally: ‘‘The House 
of Representatives shall be composed 
of Members chosen every second year 
by the people of the several States.’’ 

Now, the majority has held hearings 
on a bill and they have passed a bill 
out of committee that totally dis-
regards this portion of the Constitu-
tion. It is a bill to give the District of 
Columbia a seat, and a voting seat, in 
the House of Representatives, a clear 
violation of the Constitution. 

The Democrats have apparently 
taken their majority to mean that 
they can run roughshod over the Con-
stitution. Madam Speaker, this is a sad 
and distressing state of affairs. 

It is really a very simple issue. The 
Founders of our Nation wisely deter-
mined that the House of Representa-
tives was to be composed by Members 
elected by the States. Now, the last 
time I looked, Washington, D.C. is not 
a State. 

Madam Speaker, we are the longest 
surviving democracy in the history of 
the world and on the face of the Earth 
for a reason. There is a reason for that. 

The Founders of our great Nation, 
the authors of our Constitution, were 
brilliant individuals. People around the 
world still marvel at what they created 
in our Constitution. 

Now, do Democrats think that Wash-
ington, D.C. was not given a seat in the 

House of Representatives as an over-
sight? 

Was the over-200-year history of our 
Federal city’s place outside of state-
hood the result of a lapse in judgment? 

Constitutional scholars have repeat-
edly found that the Founders did not 
believe it to be appropriate for the site 
of the Federal Government to be a 
State. They never wanted the seat of 
the Federal Government to be consid-
ered a State, clearly, because of the 
conflicts that creates. 

Congress simply does not have the 
authority to grant a non-state full con-
gressional representation. But why are 
they doing this now? Why is the Demo-
crat majority doing this? 

Well, Madam Speaker, it is because 
they can, because they have got the 
votes. What an incredible abuse of 
power. 

The Constitution addresses House 
membership very clearly. The legisla-
tive branch and the House of Rep-
resentatives was so important to our 
Founders that it is the first thing dis-
cussed in the Constitution. 

Article I, section 1, literally, the 
third sentence of the Constitution 
reads: ‘‘The House of Representatives 
shall be composed of Members chosen 
every second year by people of the sev-
eral States.’’ The several States, 
Madam Speaker. It is clear. And Wash-
ington, D.C. is not a State. 

Now, some may try to construe that 
statement to mean that the United 
States is the whole Nation, but the 
Constitution goes further to make this 
point even more clear. It says: ‘‘No per-
son shall be a representative who shall 
not, when elected, be an inhabitant of 
that State in which he shall be cho-
sen.’’ You must be a resident of a 
State. 

This isn’t just my opinion. The Con-
gressional Research Service, the non-
partisan research service of Congress, 
filled with constitutional and congres-
sional scholars, released a report that 
affirms that this bill is unconstitu-
tional. It violates the Constitution. 

Madam Speaker, this is a clear power 
grab. Now, I believe strongly that the 
citizens of the District should have rep-
resentation. The right to vote is a sa-
cred one, but so is the document that 
every one of us takes the oath to sup-
port, uphold and defend. We can’t just 
disregard the Constitution. It is the su-
preme document of our land. 

The options are to pass a constitu-
tional amendment identifying the Dis-
trict of Columbia as a State, or to cede 
the land of the District of Columbia 
that has residents back to the State of 
Maryland. It is what happened in 1846 
when the land west of the Potomac was 
ceded back to the State of Virginia. 

Madam Speaker, the process that the 
majority is employing here is com-
pletely unfounded. We shouldn’t be sur-
prised, however. This new majority has 
taken the liberty to throw process out 
the door when they took over. Now 
they are tossing the Constitution out 
the door. 

Madam Speaker, I will continue to 
honor the oath to support and defend 
and uphold our Constitution. It is a sa-
cred document, the bedrock of our Na-
tion. 

This new majority claims to be the 
most open and honest and ethical gov-
ernment ever. 

Madam Speaker, what is open about 
trampling on the Constitution? What is 
honest about trampling on the Con-
stitution? What is ethical about tram-
pling on the Constitution? 

Madam Speaker, the American peo-
ple are watching, and they don’t like 
what they see. 

f 

FROM FOSSIL FUELS TO 
RENEWABLES 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 18, 2007, the gentleman from 
Maryland (Mr. BARTLETT) is recognized 
for 60 minutes as the designee of the 
minority leader. 

Mr. BARTLETT of Maryland. Madam 
Speaker, I want to talk about a subject 
today that at least five groups in our 
country have a common cause in. They 
come from quite different perspectives, 
but they all end up at the final com-
mon pathway. And these groups are 
those who are concerned with national 
security. They are concerned because 
our country has only 2 percent of the 
known reserves of oil in the world, and 
we use 25 percent of the world’s oil and 
import almost two-thirds of what we 
use. And as the President says, we get 
a lot of that from countries that don’t 
even like us. 

And so those who are concerned 
about national security are urging that 
we make a transition from these fossil 
fuels, most of which are owned by 
countries over there, and move to re-
newables so that we can have a sus-
tainable source of energy for our coun-
try from a national security perspec-
tive. 

There is a second group of people who 
believe that our burning of these fossil 
fuels is polluting the environment to 
an unacceptable level. And it is not 
just the greenhouse gases, because that 
introduces us to a third group. But it is 
all of the other pollutants that come in 
the atmosphere as a result of using 
these fossil fuels in all the ways that 
we use them to produce energy, coal, 
fire, power plants, our automobiles, our 
trains, heating our buildings, all the 
ways that we use energy. 

By the way, you can make an argu-
ment that even if you are producing 
more CO2, that may not produce global 
warming if you are producing it by 
burning hydrocarbons in a way that 
puts a lot of other pollutants up in the 
atmosphere. 

I remember a number of years ago 
when Carl Sagan, the great astron-
omer, was noting that if we had a nu-
clear war we might go through what he 
called nuclear winter; and the trash 
thrown up into the atmosphere as a re-
sult of the nuclear explosions, he 
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